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Using high-resolution angle-resolved photoemission spectroscopy,&m,8aCy0Og, 5, we observe a new
mass renormalization or “kink” in theE vs Kk dispersion relations localized neat,0). The resolution of
bilayer splitting allowed the first direct measurements of this interaction effect. The kink is clearly stronger
than the kink observed along the nodal direction, appears at a lower efrergy 40 meV for overdoped
sampleg and is only apparent in the superconducting state. The kink energy scale defines a cutoff below which
well-defined quasiparticle excitations occur. The most likely origin of this effect is coupling to the magnetic-
resonance mode observed in inelastic neutron scattering.
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I. INTRODUCTION optimal and underdoped samples these energy scales merge
and it is harder to deconvolve the two types of kinks.

A critical goal in the study of high-temperature supercon- Previous ARPES efforts at measuring kink or renormal-
ductors(HTSCs9 is an understanding of the interactions or ization effects near ther,0) region have had great disparity.
correlation effects which “dress” the electrons near thelanzardargued that the observed kink effects are essentially
Fermi energyE . This is important1) for its own right,(2)  k independent, while Valfaand Kaminski argued that the
because these interactions have been considered to be so &k continually evolved, growing stronger asr,0) ap-
treme that even the concept of a quasiparticle may breakeroached. Kaminski additionally argued that the kink at
down in these systents, and (3) because any particularly (,0) was the origin of the well-known peak-dip-hump
strong interactions may serve as candidates for mediating tH&€DH) line shap€~**We believe that the main reason for the
pairing of electrons within a Cooper pair, just as the interacdisparity of these results was an inability to properly decon-
tions of the electrons with phonons is responsible for the/olve the various features, especially the bilayer splitting.
pairing in conventional superconductors. This deconvolution is especially difficult neasr(0) as the

In the many-body language of solid-state physics, thdeatures are numerous, overlapping, and typically quite

electron seIf—energyE(lZ,w) contains the information of broad. By overdoping high quality single-crystalline

these interactions or correlation effects. This dressing renoB 'fﬁgﬁgiﬁ?g s§ nzzr:r?(l)e)sénvt\jlehar:/?avgeggtzg}gc:ovaecrgurse?tsz
malizes the dispersion of electrons near the Fermi energ)zp y

. . ) econvolve the bilayer splitting as well as superstructure
giving them an enhanced mass or flattars k dispersion. At

nern : effects?*with similar work done by Fengt al.* and more
large binding energiegreater than the energy of the boson ecenily, other studies as wftié This was a necessary pre-
being coupled tp the dispersion returns to its bare value

g ) . A 'requisite for this work. Our experiments give qualitatively
giving the dispersion a “kink.” The energy scale and gigterent results than any of these previous studies, and ad-
strength of the kink are thus related to the boson energy a”&’itionally indicate that the PDH line shape previously ob-

coupling strength, respectively. served near 4,0)8 ! has major complications from the bi-

In the HTSCs, particular attention should be payed to thgayer spiitting, which obscures much of the true interaction
electrons near ther(,0) region of the Brillouin zone, which

_ Lo v e ) effects. Other recent studies have indicated similar concerns
is the region in which both the “nonquasiparticle like” ef-

: © ! of bilayer splitting on the PDH line shap@.
fects and superconducting pairing fluctuations are largest. In

this paper, we present what we believe to be the first unam-
biguous evidence of mass renormalizations or kinks in the
electronic structure nearn(,0) of a high-temperature super-
conductor. In particular, we used angle-resolved photoemis- All measurements were performed at beam line 10.0.1 of
sion spectroscopfARPES to make the first observations of the Advanced Light Source, Berkeley, and at beam line 5—-4
a relatively low-energy kink of 40 meV or legsdependent on  of the Stanford Synchrotron Radiation Laboratory using SES
doping which is distinct from the higher-energg60-70 200 electron spectrometers. The experiments were done us-
meV) kink which has been observed along the nodal oring 20-eV photons, with a combined experimental energy
(7r,7) direction of the Brillouin zone where the supercon- resolution of 12 meV, and a momentum resolution better than
ducting gap and other interaction effects are weakésin 0.01m/a (wherea is the Bi2212 lattice constanalong the

II. EXPERIMENTAL PARAMETERS
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a) 4 So c) ) 8 e) I11. KINKS IN NODAL DATA
MDC at EF ae P, - . .
W, / ;g o i N\ ok vk Figure ]_(b) shows raw superconducting stfe\te data from a
: A - T.=85 K lightly underdoped sampl@JD85) with the false
) -0.15 00 -0.15 0.0 LY ) .
3 B.E. (meV) B.E. (meV) color scale indicating the intensity of the features. We ana-
E_ FARRL) lyzed these data by taking momentum cuts at constant en-
S .// ergy, otherwise known as momentum distribution curves
8 ya (MDCs). Each MDC is made up of90 data points, with a
Zs (n 0) momentum resolution of better than 0:A along the de-
§ o _j uDes / oDe4 tector entrance slit. The MDC at the Fermi energy is plotted
(00 (( (r.m)\B 100K . 7 100K in panel(a), showing a fit to the main band peak consisting
LS - Lt of a Lorentzian peak and linear background. This simple

t"}
v

02030405 032 0.40 0.32 _ 040 Lorentzian line shape is a product of the steep dispergon
K (r units) KAmUTGS) K (aits) largedE/dk), and the relative independence of the electron
FIG. 1. (Color online Nodal kink data as a function of doping self-energy as a function of momentdfPanel(d) shows
(d),(f) and temperaturéblue, red from Bi2212.(b) shows raw data the MDC peak centroids between-175 meV and
from aT,=85-K UD sample al =10 K. (a) Shows an MDC aE¢ =, 113 hay/ poth abovéred and below(blue) T, extracted
from these datdblack dot$ as well as a Lorentzian fit resulted from Lorentzian fits. PandF) shows the same results from a
lines). (d) and(f) show the centroids of these MDC fits at both 10 K T —64K d .d 1KOD64). Followina Joh bt
(blue) and 100 K(red). (c) and(e) show R&, for both temperatures, ¢ overdoped samp € : 4. Following Johnson,
as described in the text. we use a straight line connecting the data between 0 meV
and 175 meV to approximate the bare dispersion, i.e., the
dispersion in the absence of the kink interaction. Note that
this bare dispersion may contain additional interactions that
entrance slit to the spectrometer. We label our Bi2212 singlgnake it different from the free-electron dispersion. Patels
crystals with a convention based on the transition temperagnd (e) show a subtraction of the experimental dispersion
ture T¢, i.e., an overdopedOD) Bi2212 sample withT.  from the bare dispersion, for both temperatures on each
=58 K is referred to as OD58. The same convention is usedample. These plots show the energy difference between the
for optimal (OP) and underdopedUD) samples. All data two dispersions, Re, as a function of binding energy. At
were normalized to have the same intensity at a deep bindinigoth dopings we see that the temperature dependence of the
energy of about 400 meV, where the data are featurfbess  kink interaction is a small effect compared to its strength in
for example, Fig. &)]. the normal state, an observation that helped Lafizareon-
clude that this peak was due to coupling to phonons. Consis-
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FIG. 2. (Color online The ARPES dispersion kink nearr(0). Panel(f) shows the Brillouin zone with bonding band (Bed and
antibonding band Ablack) Fermi surfaces, as well as cut locations for paii@ls(d) (blue bars. The B band dispersior(sed curvegwere
determined by fitting MDC peak positions. The black dots represent A band EDC peak positiongcPshels two representative EDCs
at (7,0) taken from panelga) and(b).
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EDCs T=85K

EDCs T=10K

MDCs T=85K 10K
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FIG. 3. (Color online EDCs
and MDCs atT=10 K and 85 K
from the (7,0) cut of sample
0OD58, from the data of Figs.(4)
and 1b).
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tent with Johnsori,we observe a slight softening of the kink band of Fig. 2 we show the peak positiofmed) determined
energy as the samples are underdoped. This doping depeffem Lorentzian fitting of MDCs, which are cuts in momen-
dence, which is extended to a wider range than the previousim space at constant enef§yError bars from the fits are

studies, is summarized by the red points in Fig. 7. included, but are so small that they are essentially invisible.
We also include the dispersion of the A batack dots,
IV. KINKS AT (7,0 extracted from the sharp low-energy peak in the EBUS.

Figures 2a)—2(d) show raw data near them(0) region Lorentzian on a linear background was multiplied by a Fermi
[see paneif)] taken on samples OD58, OD71, and OP91. Infunction. The normal-state B-band dispersion shown in panel
these curves the ARPES intensity is indicated by a lineaf® is seen to be nearly linear and featureless in the energy
color scale, as indicated by the color bar. The data of Figgiange displayed. Upon cooling the sample to 1Jp&nel
2(a) and 2b) are additionally shown in Fig. 3 in both EDC ()], the dispersion as well as nelag- spectral weight are
(energy distribution curyeform and MDC form. A salient radically changed. First, the features do not reaghbecause
feature of the data is the clear resolution of two bands, thef the opening of the superconducting gapIn addition to
higher-binding-energy bonding ban@®) and the lower- the gap opening, there is a clear kink in the dispersion
binding-energy antibonding bard), plus some weak super- around 40 meV. Although for samples OD71 and OP91 the
structure bands due to the extra periodicity induced by thapectral features are broader due to decreased dpangls
Bi-O plane lattice mismatch. Superimposed on top of the B(c) and (d)], the data show a similar effect. Finally, the su-
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FIG. 4. (Color online Temperature dependence of the, Q) kink strength(a) MDC dispersion from OD71 along,0)-(7,7) [Fig. 2,
panel(c)]. The inset shows the temperature dependence Bf dRkgermined using a linear fit to the dispersisee text The kink energy is
~40 meV. (b) T=10-K MDC dispersionsolid black compared to the expected Bogoliubov disperginine dot$ using the measured gap
Ap [panel(c)] and T=85-K dispersior{panel(a)], as described in the text. The inset compares Rem this methoddotted ling to that
of panel(a) (solid line). (d) Temperature dependence of the maximum ik Reed circles from panel(a) and the superconducting gap
A g(T) (blue squares
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(1.0m,0) (0.91,0) (0.87,0) (0.7m,0)

85K

FIG. 5. (Color online k de-
pendence of the kink strength, for
sample OD71, aff=85 K (top)
and 10 K(bottom. MDC-derived
dispersions for the positivek,
(superstructure-frgeside B band
dispersion are overlaid in red and
blue.
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perconducting state ARPES peaks are seen to be sharp adarly deviates strongly from the expected SC state disper-
intense for binding energies below the kink energy, whereasion. The difference is plotted in the inset to paf®las the
they are more strongly damped for binding energies abovdotted curve. The black curve in the inset is extracted from
the kink energy, as well as for all energies in the normal stat¢he inset of panela). While this method probably produces a
as observed in previous ARPES dafa:?° slightly more accurate estimate of Rehan that in the inset
to panel(a), it is more difficult to apply at elevated tempera-
tures where the thermal broadening becomes comparable to
A, and additional fittings are necessary to extract these pa-
The temperature dependence Of the’Q) kink can be rameters. The genel‘al Similarities Of the two curves in the
seen in Fig. ), where the MDC-derived bonding band dis- Panel(b) inset does indicate that the extraction of pa@gis
persion from sample OD7[Fig. 2(c)] is shown at a series of an adequate estimate of Re
temperatures taken on cooling throu@h. The black dotted Panel(d) shows the maximum point of each Recurve
line is a linear fit to the highest temperatuie=85 K) data. from the inset in panefa) as a function of temperatuteed),
Since this dispersion is featureless, it appears that whatever

V. TEMPERATURE AND MOMENTUM DEPENDENCES

interaction is responsible for the 40-meV kink is essentially S |2 b ) c) L
absent in the normal state, i.e., we can consider this the nonE g{k=1:0n/ k=097 Jk=08r j = lk=07r
interacting dispersion for this effect. Other interactions that & ;/ /7 ob71 _,// o
modify the normal-state dispersion are of course likely to beL%’ CoENS 1 (/) 85K A T J
present as well—for example the roughly factor of 2 de-o _| / I 14 /
creased dispersion that is observed compared to the locag ©| /i _g190x / k=0.190n /Ik 01951  /k.=0.205
density approximation dispersiéh.The component of the @ o / : : : 1

f r=0.14v2n / r=0.15V2n / r=0.20V21 7 r=0.2612
. . . T T T T T T T T T
self-energy that is discussed here ignores any self-energy e 0.1 0.2 4 02%1 1 %201
fects that modify the normal state. Ky (m) 0 m) y () '

To highlight the temperature-dependent effects we sub-
tract the superconducting state MDC dispersion from the (m.m)
normal-state dispersion, shown in the inset to paaglgiv-
ing an experimental estimate of Re An artifact of the
MDC analysis is that inside the gap region~Q <t
—25 meV), where there is no real quasiparticle peak, the’-_‘kri
MDC method finds a peak due to the finite-energy width of =
the spectra. We thus focus on the energy range between 2
and 75 meV. . . . - (I)?adiatllll—}l:jistgﬁ%g 1r'0r(r$'5

An alternative way to extract Rein the superconducting K (,0) (V2 units)
state is to compare the measured dispersion to that expected FIG. 6. (Color onling k dependence of the kink strength, part 2.
with the opening of a superconducting gap. This is iIIustrated(a)_(d) MDC-derived B-band dispersion from sample OD(l?aw
?n panel(b). The dOtte_d curve is the e)_(peCte_d SUp_erCO”dUCtaata from Fig. 5 The red dashed lines mark the FS crossings,
ing (SO state “Bogoliubov” quasiparticle dispersion com- \hich are labeled on each panel along with the radial distance from
puted from the measured normal-state dispergiQiFig. (7 0). (e) A schematic of the 2D Fermi surface. The INS wave
4(a)] and the measured low-temperature gap, obtained vector (green naturally connects thex,0) and (O) points and
from the peak position of the EDC measuredkgafsee panel has half-intensity points which roughly map to the green cirdf@s.
(©)]. On top of this we plot the measured low-temperatureThe kink strength as a function of the radial distance from th@)
dispersion(solid black, [also plotted in panel(a)], which  point. The node occurs at 0.5.

K, (n) 0.2
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VII. ORIGIN OF THE (ar,0) KINK

From the above data, the differences between th@)
kink and the well-studied nodal kink can be summarized as
follows.

(1) The (w,0) kink strength is strongly temperature de-
pendent and is observed only beldw[Fig. 4(d)], while the
nodal kink is observed above. as well®

(2) The (,0) kink is at a significantly lower energy scale
than the nodal kinKFig. 7) and has a different momentum
and doping dependence.

(3) The strength of the4,0) kink (or coupling strength
is much stronger than the nodal kifkThese points make a
strong case that the two kinks aseparate entities arising
from different phenomena.

Because the,0) kink occurs in the region of the Bril-
louin zone where the superconducting gap and pairing corre-
lations are the strongest, as well as the fact that the effect

FIG. 7. (Color onling Summary of the doping dependence of only occurs in the superconducting state, it is especially im-
the energy scales of the ARPES kinks, gaps, and the INS resonangsprtant to understand its origin. It may even be that the

for both underdopedleft) and overdopedright) samples.E,;qx
(node is from our own unpublished data aig. (INS) is from He
a a].28

which is seen to have an onset at or very near 71 K. In
addition, we also plot the superconducting gaps as a
function of temperaturéblue) extracted from the identical

mechanism which causes this kink plays a very strong role in
the superconductivity. The following paragraphs thus discuss
a number of possible scenarios for the origin of the Q)

kink, though more are likely to surface as well. This part of
the paper is, necessarily, more speculative than the previous
portion which presented the direct experimental data.

dataset by simply measuring the shift of the midpoint of the  The two main classes of explanations that we are aware of

EDC leading edge frorkr . Here we plotA g(T) in lieu of

are (1) a byproduct of the opening of the superconducting

the gapAy(T), determined from EDC peak positions, be- gap and(2) a strong coupling to a bosonic excitation such as

cause a reliable determination Af,(T) is made difficult by

thermal broadening fof nearT.. We see that the maximum

a phonon or collective magnetic excitation.
In the first class of explanations we consider the damping

in ReX, which provides a measure of the coupling strengthpf the system(peak broadeningto be due principally to
tracks the opening of the superconducting gap, making itlectron-hole excitations. In the superconducting state each

clear that the two are closely related.

branch (the initial electron plus the excited electron-hole

Figures 5 and 6 show thie dependence of the ARPES pair) will see a turn on at the gap energy leading to a step
kink, measured on sample OD71. We show data along fourin the damping rate | near an energy 8.2% This will in

momentum slices centered around thevalues of @r,0),
(0.97,0), (0.87,0), and (0.7,0). Raw data as well as

turn introduce structure into Re (as seen by a Kramers-
Kronig analysi$, and could be imagined as the origin of the

MDC peaks from Lorentzian fitting are shown in Fig. 5, with kink. However, an important problem with this picture is that

the results summarized in Figgaé-d. From the progression

as the temperature is raised towars the energy of the

we see that the kink energy stays approximately the sam@nk is observed to decrease slowly, staying at a sizable finite
throughout thisk-space region. Its intensity, however, weak- value [Fig. 4@]. In contrast, the & model would predict

ens dramatically as we move away from the,Q) point,
such that it is barely visible in the Oz7cut of panel(d). This
falloff in kink strength is shown in pan€f), which shows
the intensity of the kinkplotted as ReX)] as a function of
radial position from the 4,0) point.

V1. DOPING DEPENDENCES AND ENERGY SCALES

that the kink energy should decrease to zerdatjust asA
does. We note that while in UD samples the gap may remain
finite up to and acros$,, the gap clearly does decrease to
zero or near zero dk. in these OD sampled=ig. 4(d)].
Electron-phonon coupling is the most well-known and
simplest example of the second class of explanations, cou-
pling to a bosonic excitation. In general, we do not expect
electron-phonon coupling strengths to vary greatly with tem-

Figure 7 summarizes the energy scales of the nodal kinperature because the phonons are present equally above and

(red circles, the (m,0) kink (green triangles as well as a below T.. Also, because the coupling is typically mostly
number of other phenomena over a wide range of dopindpcal in nature, we do not expect the mass-renormalization
levels. It is clear from these data that the two kinks occur aeffects due to electron-phonon coupling effects to be strongly
different energy scales and have different doping depenk dependent. Therefore, the very strong temperature depen-
dences. Near optimal doping where most previous kink studedence of the 4,0) kink, as well as the tight localization of
ies were done, the energy scales of the two kinks m@fge  the kink in k space make it unlikely that electron-phonon
7), making it much more difficult to deconvolve the differ- coupling is responsible for this effect. It does however, re-
ence in the scales. main a possibility for the nodal kink, as proposed recently by
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Lanzara® Another possibility for the origin of the nodal kink with decreasing energy scales as the samples are progres-
is coupling to the local magnetic susceptibility, which is ob- sively overdoped. This effect is shown by the black circles in
served inQ integrated INS measurements and which occursig. 7, from Heet al.?® Also shown on this plot are the low-
with a slightly higher energy than the magnetic-resonancéemperature superconducting gap values measured from the
mode?* (7,0) datasets of this paper, including two methods of gap
determination, A, (blue squargsand A g (gray diamonds
[Fig. 4(0)].
Following the analogy of’F (w) oscillations in strongly
electron-phonon coupled conventiogalvave superconduct-
The prime candidate for a bosonic excitation is theors, we may expect then{0) kink to be observed at an
magnetic-resonance mode observed in inelastic neutron scanergy equal ta\ + wg, whereA is the superconducting gap
ter|r2159 (INS) experiments. This mode 2E})nly occurs below gng p, is the neutron-resonance mode endff? If we
T¢,” orin underdoped samples beldw,”” making the tum o656 the superconducting state EDC peak positiprat
on of the effects we see &t very naturgl. Previously, it haq 7,0), theenergiesA,+ wg will clearly be larger than the
.been'proposed that the l.NS magnetic resonance mamfg k energy scale, though if we choose the leading edge
itself in the ARPES EDC line shape, primarily as the ongin -1t maximum pointA, ¢ at (,0), theagreement between

“ AN H ,11,20 H o
of the “classic” PDH line shap&?°though it is now clear fLE+wR and the kink energy scale is much better. Regard-

VIIl. COUPLING TO THE MAGNETIC-RESONANCE
MODE

that the bilayer splitting causes a major complication to thes . .
yersp 9 ! P ess of whether this should be considered an agreement of

interpretations, with it even possible that much of the classi . e L
PDH effect is simply due to the existence of the bilayer-splite”ergy scales, it is not surprising that the situation should be
more complicated in the cuprates than in conventional super-

bands??2?” In momentum space, the mode haQavector ,
conductors. For one, the resonance mode to which the elec-

(momentum transfercentered at 4,7), which naturally - 1S
connects thé regions ¢r,0) and (0r) where the kink effect trons appear to be coupllng is not yet unders_tood, even at the
basic level of whether it corresponds to particle-particte

is most strongly seen. This is schematically illustrated in Fig.” <>’ 032 . .
6(e). The resonance mode intensity as a function of momenpartlcle—holé 4 excitations. Also, since the magnetic mode

tum transfer® has been measured on an OD83 Bi2212is electronic in origin and only occurs in the paired state,
sample by Heet al.2® They found that the mode intensity is there is a likelihood of a strong feedback effect that may

ked at®— d has its half-i . _ change the observed energy scale. Finally, we note that the
peaked atQ=(w,m) and has its half-intensity points at g,ng coupling near them(,0) point makes vertex correc-

~Q=0.67(m,m) and 1.33¢r,7) along this cut. Other neu- tions much more importarit,and these as well as possible
tron measurements indicate that the mode falloff is rOUghl)éxcitoniC effect§2 may lower the energy of the kink. Addi-
isotropic inQ space?® We show these half-intensity points tionally, possible bosonic excitations which may couple to
schematically on the Brillouin zone in pané) as green the (7,0) electrons could be considered, including, for ex-
circles centered aroundr(0) and (Os), according to the ample a mode in the charge channel.

standard belief that then(, ) mode connects these points

since they have the largest ndgs-electron density and are

separated by a vector ofr(7).2%3%31The circles are drawn IX. SUMMARY

with a radius of 0.172 so that the closesfurthes) edges : ) )
We have made detailed measurements on Bi2212 which

are connected by Q c3f 0.67(m,m) and[1'33(77’77)]'_ delineate mass-renormalization or “kink” effects near,Q)

We converted thek-space values of the Fermi-surface from those near the node, and we find significant differences
crossings into a radiaf distance from the 4,0) points in  between the two. While the nodal kinks are observed both
units of 27 , listed in panels@—(d) of Fig. 6. In these above and belowl . and have only a weak temperature de-
units the ¢r,0) point occurs at 0 and 1.0 and the node occurgpendence, ther,0) kink is observed only beloW. and has
near 0.5. RE from panels(a)—(d), obtained using the a very strong temperature dependence. In the overdoped re-
method of Fig. 4a), are plotted versus radial distance from gime the two effects also have a significantly different en-
(,0) in panel(f). We see that the line at 0.42 corre-  ergy scalgnear 40 meV for the £,0) kink and 70 meV for
sponding to the green circles in paitel occurs near the half the nodal kink though the two scales merge together near
intensity of where RE would extrapolate at+,0). There- optimal doping. The strength of ther(0) kink decreases
fore, the falloff in intensity of RE as a function ok is in ~ rapidly away from ¢r,0). While the nodal kink may be due
very good first-order agreement with what is expected fronf@ coupling to phonons as previously argued, the0] kink
the falloff in intensity of the INS mode as a function 6 is inconsistent with this possibility and is most likely due to

This makes an intimate relationship between the kink and tthUp“ng 0 an electronic excitation. In particular, the INS

magnetic mode highly plausible. Recent theoretical Worwnagnenc-resonani:e mode is attractive _as .an or|.g|n of the
also supports this view? effect because thk dependence of the kink intensity away

In addition to considering the temperature and momentunfrom (7r,0) is similar to what is expected from i depen-
dependence of then(,0) kink, we should consider its energy dence of the INS magnetic-resonance mode intensity.
scale as well. The mode has a characteristic energy near “41 Note added. Recent experimental work by Kiret al. has
meV,” though this energy scale is actually doping dependenbbserved a 4,0) kink in Pb-Bi2212

174520-6



MASS-RENORMALIZED ELECTRONIC EXCITATIONS . . . PHrSICAL REVIEW B 68, 174520 (2003

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS and S. C. Zhang. We gratefully acknowledge the help of R.
We acknowledge beam line support from X. J. Zhou, I:,.Goldfarb.at NIST for the use of the SQUID magnetometer.
; ; : Support is from NSF Career Grant No. DMR-9985492 and
Bogdanov, Z. Hussain, and D. H. Liu, and helpful discus-
sions with G. Blumberg, A. Chubukov, C. Kendziora, A. Mil- DOE Grant No. DE'FGOB_'OOER458,09' ALS and. SSRL are
lis, P. Lee, D. Pines, D. Scalapino, J. Schmallian, z-X. ShenOPerated by the DOE, Office of Basic Energy Sciences.

1 P.W. AndersonThe Theory of Superconductivity in the High-T, 16A. Kaminski, S. Rosenkranz, H.M. Fretwell, Z. Li, H. Raffy, M.

Cuprates, Princeton Series in Physic&rinceton University Randeria, M.R. Norman, and J.C. Campuzano, Phys. Rev. Lett.
Press, Princeton, NJ, 1997 90, 207003(2003.

2C.M. Varma, P.B. Littlewood, S. Schmitt-Rink, E. Abrahams, and 17T, valla, A.V. Fedorov, P.D. Johnson, B.O. Wells, S.L. Hulbert, Q.
A.E. Ruckenstein, Phys. Rev. Le€3, 1996(1989. Li, G.D. Gu, and N. Koshizuka, Scien@85, 2110(1999.

°P.V. Bogdanov, A. Lanzara, S.A. Kellar, X.J. Zhou, E.D. Lu, W.J. 18z | grentzian approximates the B band MDC line shape fairly
Zheng, G. Gu, J.-l. Shimoyama, K. Kishio, H. Ikeda, R.
Yoshizaki, Z. Hussain, and Z.X. Shen, Phys. Rev. L&§{.2581
(2000.

closely, implying that the self-energy varies minimally over the
kK width (~0.17) of the peak.
19 ; ; P :
4T, Valla, AV. Fedorov, P.D. Johnson, Q. Li, G.D. Gu, and N. AfuL:gﬁcr::]man on a linear background was multiplied by a Fermi
5A}.<c:<s:rlrfilrj1§akli,Ph:?/;;?j\gr:;tﬁééé?;rigigéno, M.R. Norman, H.ZOM'R' Norman, H. Ding, J.C. Cgmpuzanoj T. Takeuchi, M. Ranq-
Fretwell, J. Mesot, T. Sato, T. Takahashi, and K. Kadowaki, eria, T. Yokoya, T. Takahashi, T. Mochiku, and K. Kadowaki,
Phys. Rev. Lett86, 1070(2002. Phys. Rev. Lett.79, 3506 (1997; Phys. Rev. B57, R11 089
A. Lanzara, P.V. Bogdanov, X.J. Zhou, S.A. Kellar, D.L. Feng, o1 (1998. ) )
E.D. Lu, T. Yoshida, H. Eisaki, A. Fujimori, K. Kishio, J.-. ~ C.G. Olson, R. Liu, D.W. Lynch, R.S. List, A.J. Arko, B.W. Veal,
Shimoyama, T. Noda, S. Uchida, Z. Hussain, and Z.-X. Shen, Y-C. Chang, P.Z. Jiang, and A.P. Paulikas, Phys. Re42B381
Nature(London 412, 510(2001). (1990.
7P.D. Johnson, T. Valla, A.V. Fedorov, Z. Yusof, B.O. Wells, Q. Li, “*A.D. Gromko, Y.-D. Chuang, A.V. Fedorov, Y. Aiura, Y. Yamagu-
A.R. Moodenbaugh, G.D. Gu, N. Koshizuka, C. Kendziora, Sha  chi, K. Oka, Yoichi Ando, and D.S. Dessau, cond-mat/0205385
Jian, and D.G. Hinks, Phys. Rev. Le8Z, 177007(2001). (unpublished
8D.S. Dessau, B.O. Wells, Z.X. Shen, W.E. Spicer, A.J. Arko, R.S2*P.B. Littlewood and C.M. Varma, Phys. Rev.48, 405 (1992.
List, D.B. Mitzi, and A. Kapitulnik, Phys. Rev. Let66, 2160  2*P. Bourges, inThe Gap Symmetry and Fluctuations in High Tem
(1992. perature Superconductors, edited by J. Bok, G. Deutscher, and
°D.S. Dessau, Z.X. Shen, B.O. Wells, D.M. King, W.E. Spicer,A.J.  D. PavunaPlenum Press, Cambridge, 1998
Arko, L.W. Lombardo, D.B. Mitzi, and A. Kapitulnik, Phys. 2°H.F. Fong, P. Bourges, Y. Sidis, L.P. Regnault, A. Ivanov, G.D.
Rev. B45, 5095(1992. Gu, N. Koshizuka, and B. Keimer, Natufeondon 398, 588

0p B, Littlewood and C.M. Varma, Phys. Rev.48, 405 (1992. (1999.

113.C. Campuzano, H. Ding, M.R. Norman, H.M. Fretwell, M. Ran- 26pengcheng Dai, H.A. Mook, S.M. Hayden, G. Aeppli, T.G. Per-
deria, A. Kaminski, J. Mesot, T. Takeuchi, T. Sato, T. Yokoya, T.  ring, R.D. Hunt, and F. Dogan, Scien284, 1344(1999.
Takahashi, T. Mochiku, K. Kadowaki, P. Guptasarma, D.G.?’S.V. Borisenko, A.A. Kordyuk, T.K. Kim, A. Koitzsch, M. Kn-
Hinks, Z. Konstantinovic, Z.Z. Li, and H. Raffy, Phys. Rev. Lett. upfer, J. Fink, M.S. Golden, M. Eschrig, H. Berger, and R. Fol-
83, 3709(1999. lath, Phys. Rev. Lett90, 207001(2003.

12y .p. Chuang, A.D. Gromko, A. Fedoroy, Y. Aiura, K. Oka, Yoi- 284 He, Y. Sidis, P. Bourges, G.D. Gu, A. lvanov, N. Koshizuka, B.
chi Ando, H. Eisaki, S.I. Uchida, and D.S. Dessau, Phys. Rev. Liang, C.T. Lin, L.P. Regnault, E. Schoenherr, and B. Keimer,

Lett. 87, 117002(2002). Phys. Rev. Lett86, 1610(2002.

18y.-D. Chuang, A.D. Gromko, A.V. Fedorov, Y. Aiura, K. Oka, 2°H.A. Mook, Pengcheng Dai, S.M. Hayden, G. Aeppli, T.G. Per-
Yoichi Ando, and D.S. Dessau, cond-mat/01070Qhpub- ring, and F. Dogan, Natur@.ondon 580, 580(1998.
lished. 30 B. loffe and A.J. Millis, Phys. Rev. B8, 11 631(1998.

4p L. Feng, N.P. Armitage, D.H. Lu, A. Damascelli, J.P. Hu, P. 3!Z.-X. Shen and J.R. Shrieffer, Phys. Rev. L&&, 1771(1997).
Bogdanov, A. Lanzara, F. Ronning, K.M. Shen, H. Eisaki, C.%A. Abanov, A.V. Chubukov, and J. Schmalian, J. Electron Spec-
Kim, Z.-X. Shen, J.-i. Shimoyama, and K. Kishio, Phys. Rev.  trosc. Relat. Phenonil7-118, 129 (2000.

Lett. 86, 5550(2001). 33E. Demler and S.-C. Zhang, Phys. Rev. L&8, 4126(1995.

155 V. Borisenko, A.A. Kordyuk, T.K. Kim, S. Legner, K.A. Nen- 3*M. Eschrig and M.R. Norman, Phys. Rev. Le&9, 277005
kov, M. Knupfer, M.S. Golden, J. Fink, H. Berger, and R. Fol- (2002.
lath, Phys. Rev. Bs6, 140509R) (2002; A.A. Kordyuk, S.V.  *°S.-C. Zhangprivate communication
Borisenko, T.K. Kim, K.A. Nenkov, M. Knupfer, J. Fink, M.S. 3®T.K. Kim, A.A. Kordyuk, S.V. Borisenko, A. Koitzsch, M.
Golden, H. Berger, and R. Follath, Phys. Rev. L8%&, 077003 Knupfer, H. Berger, and J. Fink, cond-mat/03034@&pub-
(2002. lished.

174520-7



